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motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table.

f 

b 2015 

PROVIDING FOR REAPPOINTMENT 
OF DR. HANNA H. GRAY AS A 
CITIZEN REGENT OF BOARD OF 
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN IN-
STITUTION 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 27) pro-
viding for the reappointment of Dr. 
Hanna H. Gray as a citizen regent of 
the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, 

as follows:
H.J. RES. 27

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That, in accordance with 
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States (20 U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, in the class other than Members of 
Congress, occurring by reason of the expira-
tion of the term of Dr. Hanna H. Gray of Illi-
nois on April 11, 1999, is filled by the re-
appointment of the incumbent for a term of 
six years, effective April 12, 1999. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR REAPPOINTMENT 
OF WESLEY S. WILLIAMS, JR. AS 
A CITIZEN REGENT OF BOARD 
OF REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 27) pro-
viding for the reappointment of Wesley 
S. Williams, Jr., as a citizen regent of 
the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, 

as follows:
H.J. RES. 28

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, That, in accordance with 
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States (20 U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, in the class other than Members of 
Congress, occurring by reason of the expira-
tion of the term of Wesley S. Williams, Jr. of 
the District of Columbia on April 11, 1999, is 
filled by the reappointment of the incumbent 
for a term of six years, effective April 12, 
1999.

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT 
LEVELS OF ON-BUDGET SPEND-
ING AND REVENUES FOR FY 1999 
AND THE 5-YEAR PERIOD FY 1999 
THROUGH FY 2003

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the Gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, to facilitate appli-
cation of sections 302 and 311 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act, I am transmitting a sta-
tus report on the current levels of on-budget 
spending and revenues for fiscal year 1999 
and for the 5-year period fiscal year 1999 
through fiscal year 2003. 

The term ‘‘current level’’ refers to the 
amounts of spending and revenues estimated 
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or 
awaiting the President’s signature as of March 
17, 1999. 

The first table in the report compares the 
current level of total budget authority, outlays, 
and revenues with the aggregate levels set by 
the interim allocations and aggregates printed 
in the RECORD of February 3, 1999, pursuant 
to H. Res. 5 for fiscal year 1999. This com-
parison is needed to implement section 311(a) 
of the Budget Act, which creates a point of 
order against measures that would breach the 
budget resolution’s aggregate levels. The table 
does not show budget authority and outlays 
for years after fiscal year 1999 because ap-
propriations for those years have not yet been 
considered. 

The second table compares the current lev-
els of budget authority and outlays of each di-
rect spending committee with the ‘‘section 
302(a)’’ allocations for discretionary action 
made under the interim allocations and aggre-
gates submitted pursuant to H. Res. 5 for fis-
cal year 1999 and for fiscal years 1999 
through 2003. ‘‘Discretionary action’’ refers to 
legislation enacted after adoption of the budg-
et resolution. This comparison is needed to 
implement section 302(f) of the Budget Act, 
which creates a point of order against meas-
ures that would breach the section 302(a) dis-
cretionary action allocation of new budget au-
thority or entitlement authority for the com-

mittee that reported the measure. It is also 
needed to implement section 311(b), which 
exempts committees that comply with their al-
locations from the point of order under section 
311(a).

The third table compares the current levels 
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal year 
1999 with the revised ‘‘section 302(b)’’ sub-al-
locations of discretionary budget authority and 
outlays among Appropriations subcommittees. 
This comparison is also needed to implement 
section 302(f) of the Budget Act, because the 
point of order under that section also applies 
to measures that would breach the applicable 
section 302(b) sub-allocation. 

The fourth table compares discretionary ap-
propriations to the levels provided by section 
251(c) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. Section 251 
requires that if at the end of a session the dis-
cretionary spending, in any category, exceeds 
the limits set forth in section 251(c) as ad-
justed pursuant to provisions of section 
251(b), there shall be a sequestration of funds 
within that category to bring spending within 
the established limits. This table is provided 
for information purposes only. Determination 
of the need for a sequestration is based on 
the report of the President required by section 
254.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE INTERIM ALLOCATIONS AND 
AGGREGATES FOR FISCAL YEARS 1999 AND FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 1999 TO 2003

[Reflecting Action Completed as of March 17, 1999 (On-budget amounts, in 
millions of dollars)] 

Fiscal year 
1999 

Fiscal year 
1999–2003

Appropriate Level (as authorized by H. Res. 5): 
Budget Authority ............................................... 1,444,851 NA 
Outlays .............................................................. 1,393,291 NA 
Revenues .......................................................... 1,368,374 7,284,605

Current Level: 
Budget Authority ............................................... 1,443,553 NA 
Outlays .............................................................. 1,393,074 NA 
Revenues .......................................................... 1,368,396 7,284,616

Current Level over(+)/under(¥) Appropriate 
Level: 
Budget Authority ............................................... ¥1,298 NA 
Outlays .............................................................. ¥217 NA 
Revenues .......................................................... 22 11

NA=Not applicable because appropriations Acts for Fiscal Years 2000 
through 2003 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

BUDGET AUTHORITY 
Enactment of any measure providing new 

budget authority for FY 1999 in excess of 
$1,298 million (if not already included in the 
current level estimate) would cause FY 1999 
budget authority to exceed the appropriate 
level set by the interim allocations and ag-
gregates submitted pursuant to H. Res. 5. 

OUTLAYS 
Enactment of any measure providing new 

outlays for FY 1999 in excess of $217 million 
(if not already included in the current level 
estimate) would cause FY 1999 outlays to ex-
ceed the appropriate level set by the interim 
allocations and aggregates submitted pursu-
ant to H. Res. 5. 

REVENUES 
Enactment of any measure that would re-

sult in any revenue loss of FY 1999 greater 
than of $22 million (if not already included in 
the current level estimate) would cause reve-
nues to fall below the appropriate level set 
by the interim allocations and aggregates 
submitted pursuant to H. Res. 5. Enactment 
of any measure resulting in any revenue loss 
greater than $11 million for FY 1999 through 
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